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There are several States that provide
for in-State tuition for illegal individ-
uals. The State that started this was
my home State of Texas. If you go to
the University of Texas and you are an
in-State resident, you pay about $7,000.
If you are from Oklahoma just across
the Red River, you pay $10,000 more,
about $17,000.

Kansas, if you are an in-State resi-
dent, you pay about $5,000. Out of
State, about $13,000, and the same is
true in several other States.

State University of New York: In State,
$5,250; out of State, $11,200. University of
Kansas: In State, $5,413, out of State,
$13,865. University of Texas: In State, $7,438;
out of State, $17,474.

Mr. Speaker, this ought not to be.
This penalizes American kids and re-
wards illegal conduct. This defies com-
mon sense.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. NORWOOD) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. NORWOOD addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

REMEMBERING ADMIRAL JIM
STOCKDALE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I just
want to take the floor briefly and com-
ment on the passing of Admiral Jim
Stockdale, one of the great heroes of
our time.

Jim Stockdale, when he passed away
was a resident of San Diego, California,
with his wonderful wife, Sybil.

This occasion I think brought Amer-
ica’s focus back to what Jim Stockdale
accomplished and the enormity of his
service to our country. I just thought
it might be the right time to talk
about that a little bit and about that
extraordinary heroism that he dem-
onstrated at a time when Americans
had largely turned away from the oper-
ation in Vietnam.

Jim Stockdale was shot down, and I
know that my two colleagues, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHNSON),
who shared a cell with Jim Stockdale
in the Hanoi Hilton, and the gentleman
from California (Mr. CUNNINGHAM) who
was the most proficient Navy pilot of
that period, in fact the only Navy ace
in the Vietnam conflict, would want to
be with me talking about Jim.

But Jim Stockdale was shot down
and was incarcerated in the Hanoi Hil-
ton. At one point, the North Viet-
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namese wanted to use him for propa-
ganda purposes. To Kkeep them from
being able to do that, he broke up a
stool that was in his cell and beat his
own face with the stool almost beyond
recognition so that he had no value to
the North Vietnamese in terms of
being an image that they could broad-
cast for propaganda purposes.

He was a leader in the true sense of
the term. He led his men in that prison
under extraordinarily difficult cir-
cumstances. He showed incredible her-
oism. In reviewing the exploits of
American pilots, and they are numer-
ous because one thing that America
has always had is a great pool of indi-
viduals who are willing to go out and
risk their lives. Ever since the days
when we flew biplanes in World War I,
to the current operations over Iraq and
Afghanistan, we have always had ex-
traordinary Americans who, as James
Michener said in his book ‘‘The Bridges
of Toko-Ri,” would fly off those little
postage stamps that you call aircraft
carriers and fly over and hit difficult
targets, sometimes under enormous de-
fensive fire, and then return back to
that small carrier out at sea some-
where and try to make that extraor-
dinarily difficult landing.
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Michener asked, Where do we get
such men? Where does America get
such men? The answer is, we have al-
ways had them and they are sometimes
guys like RANDY CUNNINGHAM or SAM
JOHNSON or, in +this case, Jim
Stockdale. Jim Stockdale when he was
shot down really had the greatest chal-
lenge of his military career because
that was a time when he had to be a
leader, not in an aircraft that was
going to return to a ship where he
could live in some degree of comfort
and convenience with his fellow pilots,
but his war zone then was reduced to
the small spaces that constituted the
cells of the Hanoi Hilton.

He so inspired his men and so ex-
tended himself and endured torture to
the degree that his countrymen who
had served with him were unanimous
when he was recommended for the Con-
gressional Medal of Honor, they were
unanimous in their support of Jim
Stockdale for this Nation’s highest
honor, to go along with all of the other
combat decorations that he had.

I just thought, Mr. Speaker, it might
be a good time to remind Americans
what a great hero Jim Stockdale was
and what a great model he is for our
Nation.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DENT). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. EMANUEL) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. EMANUEL addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
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tleman from California (Mr.
CUNNINGHAM) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. CUNNINGHAM addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATSON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WATSON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. McCAUL) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. McCAUL of Texas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SAM JOHNSON)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. OSBORNE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FLAKE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FITZPATRICK) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania
addressed the House. His remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)

e ——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MACK) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MACK addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT
SPENDING LEVELS OF ON-BUDG-
ET SPENDING AND REVENUES
FOR FY 20056 AND THE 5-YEAR PE-
RIOD FY 2005 THROUGH FY 2009
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Iowa (Mr. NUSSLE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, | am transmitting
a status report on the current levels of on-
budget spending and revenues for fiscal year
2005 and for the five-year period of fiscal
years 2005 through 2009. This report is nec-
essary to facilitate the application of sections
302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act.
This status report is current through July 8,
2005.

The term “current level” refers to the
amounts of spending and revenues estimated
for each fiscal year based on laws enacted or
awaiting the President’s signature.

The first table in the report compares the
current levels of total budget authority, outlays,
and revenues with the aggregate levels set
forth by H. Con. Res. 95, the conference re-
port on the budget resolution. This comparison
is needed to enforce section 311(a) of the
Budget Act, which creates a point of order
against measures that would breach the budg-
et resolution’s aggregate levels. The table
does not show budget authority and outlays
for years after fiscal year 2005 because those
years are not considered for enforcement of
spending aggregates.

The second table compares, by authorizing
committee, the current levels of budget author-
ity and outlays for discretionary action with the
“section 302(a)” allocations made under H.
Con. Res. 95 for fiscal year 2005 and fiscal
years 2005 through 2009. “Discretionary ac-
tion” refers to legislation enacted after the
adoption of the budget resolution. This com-
parison is needed to enforce section 302(f) of
the Budget Act, which creates a point of order
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against measures that would breach the sec-
tion 302(a) discretionary action allocation of
new budget authority for the committee that
reported the measure. It is also needed to im-
plement section 311(b), which exempts com-
mittees that comply with their allocations from
the point of order under section 311(a).

The third table compares the current levels
of budget authority and outlays for discre-
tionary appropriations for fiscal year 2005 with
the total of “section 302(b)” suballocations
among Appropriations subcommittees. The
comparison is needed to enforce section
302(f) of the Budget Act, which creates a point
of order against measures reported by the Ap-
propriations Committee that would breach its
section 302(a) discretionary action allocation
of new budget authority.

REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE
BUDGET—STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2005 CON-
GRESSIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED IN HOUSE CONCUR-
RENT RESOLUTION 95

[Reflecting Action Completed as of July 8, 2005—O0n-budget amounts, in
millions of dollars]

Fiscal years—
2005 2005-2009

Appropriate Level:

Budget Authority .. 2,078,456 n.a.

Outlays 2,056,006 na.

R 1,483,658 8,519,748
Current Level:

Budget Authority .. 2,073,462 n.a.

Outlays 2,055,979 n.a.

R 1,484,065 8,603,391
Current Level over (+)/under (—) Appropriate

Level:
Budget Authority .. —4,994 na.
Outlays =27 na.
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REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE
BUDGET—STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2005 CON-
GRESSIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED IN HOUSE CONCUR-
RENT RESOLUTION 95—Continued

[Reflecting Action Completed as of July 8, 2005—On-budget amounts, in
millions of dollars]

Fiscal years—
2005 2005-2009
R 407 83,643

n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years
2006 through 2009 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress.

BUDGET AUTHORITY

Enactment of measures providing new
budget authority for FY 2005 in excess of
$4,994,000,000 (if not already included in the
current level estimate) would cause FY 2005
budget authority to exceed the appropriate
level set by H. Con. Res. 95.

OUTLAYS

Enactment of measures providing new out-
lays for F'Y 2005 in excess of $27,000,000 (if not
already included in the current level esti-
mate) would cause FY 2005 outlays to exceed
the appropriate level set by H. Con. Res. 95.

REVENUES

Enactment of measures that would reduce
revenue for FY 2005 in excess of $407,000,000
(if not already included in the current level
estimate) would cause revenues to fall below
the appropriate level set by H. Con. Res. 95.

Enactment of measures resulting in rev-
enue reduction for the period of fiscal years
2005 through 2009 in excess of $83,643,000,000
(if not already included in the current level
estimate) would cause revenues to fall below
the appropriate levels set by H. Con. Res. 95.

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR DISCRETIONARY ACTION REFLECTING ACTION

COMPLETED AS OF JULY 8, 2005

[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars]

House Committee

2005 2005-2009 Total

BA OQutlays BA Outlays

Agriculture:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coco

Armed Services:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo ocoo
coo

Education and the Workforce:
Allocation

Current Level

400 400
0

Difference

0
—400 —400

Energy and Commerce:
Allocation

Current Level

1,625 1,625
0 0

Difference

—1,525 —1,525

Financial Services:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

Government Reform:
Allocation

50 50

Current Level

Difference

—50 —50

House Administration:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo

Homeland Security:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

International Relations:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo ococo ocoo
coo

coo

Judiciary:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

CoO 0O OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 oOoo

oo

Resources:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

oo
o

—45

Science:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

Small Business:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

COoO OO0 SO OO0 OO0 OO0 OO0 000 000 OO0 OO0 OO0 oO0ooO

coo ocoo
coo ocoo
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DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR DISCRETIONARY ACTION REFLECTING ACTION

COMPLETED AS OF JULY 8, 2005—Continued

[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars]

2005 2005-2009 Total
House Committee
BA Outlays BA Outlays
Transportation and Infrastructure:
Allocation 3,488 0 12,238 0
Current Level 31 0 31 0
Difference — 3,457 0 —12,207 0
Veterans’ Affairs:
Allocation 0 0 0 0
Current Level 0 0 0 0
Difference 0 0 0 0
Ways and Means:
Allocation 554 64 1,800 1,558
Current Level 81 45 242 240
Difference —473 -19 —1,558 —1318
DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2005—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATION AND APPROPRIATIONS
SUBCOMMITTEE 302(b) SUBALLOCATIONS
[In millions of dollars]
302(b) Suballocations ! Current level reflecting action Current level minus suballoca-
Appropriations Subcommittee as of July 8, 2005 tions
BA or BA or BA or
Agriculture, Rural Devel t, FDA n.a. n.a. 18,689 18,844 n.a. n.a.
Defense na. n.a. 352,127 398,270 n.a. na.
Energy & Water Di t na. n.a. 30,533 30,107 n.a. na.
Foreign Operations na. n.a. 18,892 25,898 n.a. na.
Homeland Security n.a. n.a. 38,469 31,925 n.a. n.a.
Interior-Environment na. n.a. 26,969 26,874 n.a. na.
Labor, HHS & Education na. n.a. 143,180 141,773 n.a. n.a.
Legislative Branch n.a. n.a. 3,545 3,785 n.a. na.
Military Quality of Life-Veterans Affairs na. n.a. 80,263 76,417 n.a. na.
Science-State-Justice-C na. n.a. 58,438 57,956 n.a. na.
Transportation-Treasury-HUD-Judiciary-DC na. n.a. 67,873 117,669 n.a. na.
Total (Section 302(a) Allocation) 840,036 929,520 838,978 929,518 —1,058 -2

1 Appropriations Committee has not submitted the subcommittee allocations since the restructuring of the committee.

U.S. CONGRESS,
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE,
Washington, DC, July 12, 2005.
Hon. JIM NUSSLE,
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, House of
Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The enclosed report
shows the effects of Congressional action on
the fiscal year 2005 budget and is current
through July 8, 2005. This report is submitted
under section 308(b) and in aid of section 311
of the Congressional Budget Act, as amend-
ed.

The estimates of budget authority, out-

technical and economic assumptions for fis-
cal year 2005 that underlie H. Con. Res. 95,
the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for
Fiscal Year 2006. Pursuant to section 402 of
that resolution, provisions designated as
emergency requirements are exempt from
enforcement of the budget resolution. As a
result, the enclosed current level report ex-
cludes these amounts (see footnote 2 of the
report).

Since my last letter, dated May 26, the
Congress has cleared and the President has
signed the following three acts that affect
budget authority, outlays, or revenues for

The Surface Transportation Extension Act
of 2005 (Public Law 109-14);

The TANF Extension Act of 2005 (Public
Law 109-19); and

The Surface Transportation Extension Act
of 2005, Part II (Public Law 109-20).

In addition, the Congress has cleared for
the President’s signature the Junk Fax Pre-
vention Act of 2005 (S. 714). The effects of the
actions listed above are detailed in the en-
closed report.

Sincerely,
DOUGLAS HOLTZ-EAKIN,

lays, and revenues are consistent with the fiscal year 2005: Director.
FISCAL YEAR 2005 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT AS OF JULY 8, 2005
[In millions of dollars]
Budget authority Outlays Revenues
Enacted in previous sessions: !
R n.a. na. 1,484,024
Permanents and other ding legislation 1,191,357 1,102,621 n.a.
Appropriation legislation 1,298,963 1,369,221 n.a.
Offsetting receipts —415912 —415912 n.a.
Total, enacted in previous session: 2,074,408 2,055,930 1,484,024
Enacted this session:
Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (P.L. 109-13)2 —1,058 4 41
Surface Transportation Extension Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-14) 16 0 0
TANF Extension Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-19) 81 45 0
Surface Transportation Extension Act of 2005, Part Il (P.L. 109-20) 15 0 0
Total, enacted this session: —946 49 41
Passed, pending signature: Junk Fax Prevention Act of 2005 (S. 714) 0 0 *
Total Current Level 23 2,073,462 2,055,979 1,484,065
Total Budget Resolution 2,078,456 2,056,006 1,483,658
Current Level Over Budget Resolution n.a. n.a. 407
Current Level Under Budget Resolution 4,994 27 na.
Memorandum:
Revenues, 2005-2009:
House Current Level na na 8,603,391
House Budget Resolution na n.a 8,519,748
Current Level Over Budget Resolution na na 83,643
Current Level Under Budget Resolution na n.a n.a.

Notes: n.a. = not applicable; P.L = Public Law; * = less than $500,000.

1The effects of an act to provide for the proper tax treatment of certain disaster mitigation payments (P.L. 109-7) and the Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention and Consumer Protection Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-8) are included in this section of

the table, consistent with the budget resolution assumptions.

2Pursuant to section 402 of H. Con. Res. 95, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2006, provisions designated as emergency requirements are exempt from enforcement of the budget resolution. As a result, the cur-
rent level excludes $83,140 million in budget authority and $33,034 million in outlays from the Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (P.L. 109-13).
3Excludes administrative expenses of the Social Security Administration, which are off-budget.

Source: Congressional Budget Office.
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STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT SPENDING LEVELS
OF ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR
FY 2006 AND THE 5-YEAR PERIOD FY 2006
THROUGH FY 2010
Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, | am transmitting

a status report on the current levels of on-

budget spending and revenues for fiscal year

2006 and for the five-year period of fiscal

years 2006 through 2010. This report is nec-

essary to facilitate the application of sections

302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act

and section 401 of the conference report on

the concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2006 (H. Con. Res. 95). This status

report is current through July 8, 2005.

The term “current level” refers to the
amounts of spending and revenues estimated
for each fiscal year based on laws enacted or
awaiting the President’s signature.

The first table in the report compares the
current levels of total budget authority, outlays,
and revenues with the aggregate levels set
forth by H. Con. Res. 95. This comparison is
needed to enforce section 311(a) of the Budg-
et Act, which creates a point of order against
measures that would breach the budget reso-
lution’s aggregate levels. The table does not
show budget authority and outlays for years
after fiscal year 2006 because those years are
not considered for enforcement of spending
aggregates.

The second table compares, by authorizing
committee, the current levels of budget author-
ity and outlays for discretionary action with the
“section 302(a)” allocations made under H.
Con. Res. 95 for fiscal year 2006 and fiscal
years 2006 through 2010. “Discretionary ac-
tion” refers to legislation enacted after the
adoption of the budget resolution. This com-
parison is needed to enforce section 302(f) of
the Budget Act, which creates a point of order
against measures that would breach the sec-
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tion 302(a) discretionary action allocation of
new budget authority for the committee that
reported the measure. It is also needed to im-
plement section 311(b), which exempts com-
mittees that comply with their allocations from
the point of order under section 311(a).

The third table compares the current levels
of discretionary appropriations for fiscal year
2006 with the “section 302(b)” suballocations
of discretionary budget authority and outlays
among Appropriations subcommittees. The
comparison is also needed to enforce section
302(f) of the Budget Act because the point of
order under that section equally applies to
measures that would breach the applicable
section 302(b) suballocation as well as the
302(a) allocation.

The fourth table gives the current level for
2007 of accounts identified for advance appro-
priations under section 401 of H. Con. Res.
95. This list is needed to enforce section 401
of the budget resolution, which creates a point
of order against appropriation bills or amend-
ments thereto that contain advance appropria-
tions that are: (i) not identified in the statement
of managers or (ii) would cause the aggregate
amount of such appropriations to exceed the
level specified in the resolution.

REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE
BUDGET STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2006 CONGRES-
SIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED IN H. CON. RES. 95

[Reflecting Action Completed as of July 8, 2005—
On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars]

Fiscal year  Fiscal years
2006 2006-2010

Appropriate Level:

Budget Authority 2,144,384 n.a.

Outlays 2,161,420 n.a.

R 1,589,892 9,080,006
Current Level:

Budget Authority 1,320,959 (1)

Outlays 1,645,064 0]
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REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE
BUDGET STATUS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2006 CONGRES-
SIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED IN H. CON. RES. 95—Con-
tinued

[Reflecting Action Completed as of July 8, 2005—
On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars]

Fiscal year  Fiscal years
2006

2006-2010
R 1,607,661 9,185,688
Current Level over (+)/under (—) Appropriate
Level:
Budget Authority — 823,425 (1)
Outlays —516,356 (1)
R 17,769 105,682

INot applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years 2007
through 2010 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress.

BUDGET AUTHORITY

Enactment of measures providing new
budget authority for FY 2006 in excess of
$823,425,000,000 (if not already included in the
current level estimate) would cause FY 2006
budget authority to exceed the appropriate
level set by H. Con. Res. 95.

OUTLAYS

Enactment of measures providing new out-
lays for FY 2006 in excess of $516,356,000,000 (if
not already included in the current level es-
timate) would cause FY 2006 outlays to ex-
ceed the appropriate level set by H. Con. Res.
95.

REVENUES

Enactment of measures that would reduce
revenue for FY 2006 in excess of $17,769,000,000
(if not already included in the current level
estimate) would cause revenues to fall below
the appropriate level set by H. Con. Res. 95.

Enactment of measures resulting in rev-
enue reduction for the period of fiscal years
2006 through 2010 in excess of $105,682,000,000
(if not already included in the current level
estimate) would cause revenues to fall below
the appropriate levels set by H. Con. Res. 95.

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR DISCRETIONARY ACTION, REFLECTING ACTION

COMPLETED AS OF JULY 8, 2005

[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars]

House Committee

2006
BA Outlays BA

2006-2010 Total

Outlays

Agriculture:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo

Armed Services:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo ocoo
coo

Education and the Workforce:
Allocation

100 1

1=

500

Current Level

oS ococo ooo
oS ococo ocoo

Difference

0
—100 —100 —500 —500

Energy and Commerce:
Allocation

100 100 2,000 2,000

Current Level

Difference

0 0
—100 —100

Financial Services:
Allocation

0 0
—2,000 —2,000

Current Level

Difference

Government Reform:
Allocation

50 50 50 50

Current Level

Difference

—50 —-50 —-50

House Administration:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo

Homeland Security:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo

International Relations:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

coo ococo ocoo

Judiciary:
Allocation

Current Level

Difference

oo

Resources:
Allocation

Current Level

oS oo ocoo ococo ooo
coo

Difference

oo oo coo ocoo ooo

o0 o oo

—-50
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DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR DISCRETIONARY ACTION, REFLECTING ACTION

COMPLETED AS OF JULY 8, 2005—Continued

[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars]

2006 2006-2010 Total
House Committee
BA Outlays BA Outlays

Science:

Allocation 0 0 0 0

Current Level 0 0 0 0

Difference 0 0 0 0
Small Business:

Allocation 0 0 0 0

Current Level 0 0 0 0

Difference 0 0 0 0
Transportation and Infrastructure:

Allocation 3,027 0 4,107 0

Current Level 0 0 0 0

Difference —3,027 0 —4,107 0
Veterans’ Affairs:

Allocation 0 0 0 0

Current Level 0 0 0 0

Difference 0 0 0 0
Ways and Means:

Allocation 350 346 1,537 1914

Current Level 148 165 161 195

Difference —202 —181 —1,376 -1,719

DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2006—COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVEL WITH APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATION AND APPROPRIATIONS

SUBCOMMITTEE 302(b) SUBALLOCATIONS
[In millions of dollars]
302(b) Suballocations as of June Current level reflecting action Current level minus
22, 2005 completed as of suballocations
Appropriations Subcommittee (H. Rpt. 109-145) July 8, 2005
BA or BA or BA o
Agriculture, Rural Devel t, FDA 16,832 18,691 5,399 —16,825 —13,292
Defense 363,440 372,696 27 126,306 —363,413 — 246,390
Energy & Water D t 29,746 30,273 6 11,092 —29,710 —19,181
Foreign Operations 20,270 25,080 0 17,091 —20,270 —7,989
Homeland Security 30,846 33,233 0 14,762 —30,846 —18,471
Interior-Environment 26,107 27,500 0 11,504 —26,107 —15,996
Labor, HHS & Education 142,514 143,802 19,166 98,279 —123,348 —45,523
Legislative Branch 3,719 3,804 0 624 —3,719 —3,180
Military Quality of Life-Veterans Affairs 85,158 81,634 -2,170 16,515 —87,328 —65,119
Science-State-Justice-C 57,453 58,856 0 23,080 —57,453 —35776
Transportation-Treasury-HUD-Judiciary-DC 66,935 120,837 4,223 70,800 —62,712 —50,037
Unassigned 0 30 0 0 —430
Total (Section 302(a) Allocation) 843,020 916,836 21,289 395,452 —821,731 —521,384

STATEMENT OF FY2007 ADVANCE APPROPRIATIONS UNDER
SECTION 401 OF H. CON. RES. 95
[Reflecting Action Completed as of July 8, 2005 in millions of dollars]

U.S. CONGRESS,
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE,
Washington, DC, July 12, 2005.
Hon. JIM NUSSLE,

empt from enforcement of the budget resolu-
tion. As a result, the enclosed current level
report excludes these amounts (see footnote
2 of the report).

Budget Chairman, C’ommittee on t'he Budget, House of Since my last letter, dated May 26, the
authority Representatives, Washington, DC. Congress has cleared and the President has
Aoproprate Level e DEAR JIM: The enclosed report shows the  gigneq The TANF Extension Act of 2005 (Pub-
Current Level: effects of Congressional action on the fiscal i T,aw 109-19), which increases budget au-

Elk Hill T 0 year 2006 budget and is current through July  thority and outlays for 2006. In addition, the

Eglupcl%ngsnftoragﬁeﬂ[‘z""'“g “g“;é’é‘s"a"“” : g gz 2003568'11‘ohls rgpprt }(Si Sl;bml?fed gillderf ste;— Congress has cleared for the President’s sig-

School Imp 0 lon (.) and in ald ol section o €  nature the Junk Fax Prevention Act of 2005

Children and Family Services (Head Start) ........................ o Congressional Budget Act, as amended. (S. 714).

Special Education 0 The estimates of budget authority, out- . .

Vocational and Adult Education 0 lays, and revenues are consistent with the Th.e eff.ects of the actions listed above are

gggﬂ:n"tst?. Postal Service g technical and economic assumptions of H. detailed in the enclosed report.

Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy ...............ccoooeevveeceermeeenes 0 Con. Res. 95, the Concurrent Resolution on Sincerely,

the Budget for Fiscal Year 2006. Pursuant to DouGLas HOLTZ-EAKIN,
Total - section 402 of that resolution, provisions des- Director.
Current Level over (+)/under (—) Appropriate Level .................. —23158 .
ignated as emergency requirements are ex- Enclosure.
FISCAL YEAR 2006 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT AS OF JULY 8, 2005
[In millions of dollars]
Bu?h%ertit;u- Outlays Revenues
Enacted in previous sessions: !

R na. n.a. 1,607,650

Permanents and other ding legislation 1,351,021 1,318,426 n.a.

Appropriation legislation 0 382,272 n.a.

Offsetting receipts — 479,872 — 479,872 n.a.

Total, enacted in previous 871,149 1,220,826 1,607,650
Enacted this session:
Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (P.L. 109-13)2 -39 -21 11
TANF Extension Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-19) 148 165 0
Total, enacted this session 109 144 11
Passed, pending signature:

Junk Fax Prevention Act of 2005 (S. 714) 0 0 *
Entitlements and mandatories: Budget resolution baseline estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs not yet enacted 449,701 424,094 na.
Total Current Level 23 1,320,959 1,645,064 1,607,661
Total Budget Resolution 2,144,384 2,161,420 1,589,892

Current Level Over Budget Resolution na. n.a. 17,769

Current Level Under Budget Resolution 823,425 516,356 n.a.
Memorandum:

Revenues, 2006-2010:

House Current Level n.a. n.a. 9,185,688

House Budget Resolution n.a. n.a. 9,080,006
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FISCAL YEAR 2006 HOUSE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT AS OF JULY 8, 2005—Continued

[In millions of dollars]

Budget au-

thority Revenues

Outlays

Current Level Over Budget Resolution

n.a. n.a. 105,682

Current Level Under Budget Resolution

n.a. n.a. n.a.

Notes: n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law; * = less than $500,000.

1The effects of an act to provide for the proper tax treatment of certain disaster mitigation payments (P.L. 109-7) and the Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention and Consumer Protection Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-8) are included in this section of

the table, consistent with the budget resolution assumptions.
Source: Congressional Budget Office.

2Pursuant to section 402 of H.Con. Res. 95, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 2006, provisions designated as emergency requirements are exempt from enforcement of the budget resolution. As a result, the cur-
rent level excludes $30,757 million in outlays from funds provided in the Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (P.L. 109-13).
3Excludes administrative expenses of the Social Security Administration, which are off-budget.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——
IRAQ WATCH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the House floor today as part of the on-
going effort of myself and some of my
colleagues in an endeavor we style the
Iraq Watch. The Iraqg Watch is a group
of Members who are committed to the
principle that we should not forget the
Iraq war, a war started based on false
information and based on the principle
that Members of Congress owe it to the
American citizens to continue our in-
quiry, to continue our critique, con-
tinue to review the operations of the
administration in the initiation and
the prosecution of the efforts in Iraq.

We do so because we have a heartfelt
and deep belief that we owe this to our
troops in the field who are performing
with valor and distinction in Iraq; we
owe it to American citizens whose sons
and daughters and wives and husbands
have been called away to Iraq; we owe
it to those who believe that the pros-
ecution of war should not result in the
reduction of American civil liberties;
and we do it in the name of those who
believe that even during the fear and
anxiety caused by war that we still as
citizens must demand our elected offi-
cials recognize and respect basic mat-
ters of American democracy.

In these issues, the effort we have
been involved with for over a year now
about once every couple of weeks, we
believe that the administration regret-
tably has fallen very, very short of
what American citizens ought to de-
mand of their Federal Government. So
today, in a continuing series of the
Iraq Watch, we intend to talk about
several aspects leading up to the war
and a matter that has now become of
very great public interest.

If I may note, it is with great sadness
I note the passing of an American Ma-
rine today in operations in Iraq, to add
that proud Marine to the names of over
1,750 Americans who have lost their

lives in Iraq, the over 13,000 Americans
who have had very serious injuries in
Iraq and to those families who will not
have their family members coming
home. I know every Member of this
Chamber of both parties, our thoughts,
prayers and compassion are with every
one of those families.

It is in part because of their con-
tinuing sacrifice in Iraq that we feel
very strongly that Members of the
House of Representatives have an obli-
gation, a duty not to just let things
slide by, to let this administration just
sort of pass by unchallenged and
uncriticized in the prosecution of this
war. We believe this Chamber, which is
the people’s House, has an obligation
to blow the whistle when things are
done wrong, to force the administra-
tion to fess up to mistakes they have
made, and to hopefully get back on
track in this Nation where we are seri-
ously off track at the moment.

What I would like to talk about in
Iraq Watch today is a very serious
issue that resulted in part on the initi-
ation of this war, and that is that lead-
ing up to this war, the administration,
the President of the United States, ex-
ercised their best efforts to convince
Americans that Iraq had or was very
close to developing a nuclear capacity
and that this was a primary rationale
for the President of the initiation of
the war in Iraq.

Indeed, in the President’s State of
the Union address standing right be-
hind me in this Chamber, the President
of the United States addressed the
joint session of Congress, the Supreme
Court, the Joint Chiefs, members of the
Cabinet, and most importantly the
American people; and he told the
American people that our intelligence
services had learned that Iraq had in
fact obtained what is called uranium
yellow cake, and he told the American
people that this was well established.
This yellow cake is a mineral from
which uranium fissionable material
can be developed, it is a precursor to an
atomic weapon, and its acquisition
would be of concern to the American
people.

The President told the American peo-
ple that this was a fact, that there was
no doubt about this fact and that as a
result of that, he led this Nation,
against many of our positions against
the war, myself included, in a war
based on what turned out to be false in-
formation. We know it is false informa-
tion for two reasons: one, because we
have now gone through the most exten-

sive search for weapons of mass de-
struction in human history in Iraq and
found zero, zero yellow cake, zero pre-
cursors to nuclear weapons, zero trig-
gering devices for nuclear weapons,
zero indication that the things the
President had told us were fact, in fact,
turned out to be falsehoods and a war
has resulted and 1,700 of our sons and
daughters have paid the ultimate sac-
rifice in the sands of Iraq and that is
continuing.

We had an earlier notice that this
was false. The earlier notice we had
was because the Central Intelligence
Agency had concerns about this issue.
Before the President’s State of the
Union address, they had received some
suggestions that this was not fact and
in fact was hyperbole at best and in
fact that this claim about yellow cake
may have been false.

So they dispatched a gentleman who
had previously served with distinction
in the Foreign Service, a gentleman
named Joe Wilson, to Niger from which
this yellow cake was supposedly ob-
tained by Saddam Hussein, this brutal
thug, this dictator who had caused so
much damage in the world; and Joe
Wilson, continuing in many of his pa-
triotic duties, went to Niger to inves-
tigate this claim. What Mr. Wilson
found was that this claim was, in lay-
men’s terms, bogus. He came back to
the United States and he reported to
the agency that in fact this was a
fraudulent claim, there was not a basis
for it, it was highly unlikely that any
such transaction took place and highly
unlikely that Saddam Hussein had ob-
tained yellow cake. He issued a written
report in that regard, or a written re-
port was generated from his report.

Yet despite the fact that an agent
dispatched by our government went to
Niger, the scene of this alleged crime,
and reported back that this was a false-
hood, the President of the United
States told the American people that
this was one basis that we had to send
our sons and daughters into mortal
combat in Iraq; and it was flat, plain
false.

Why did that happen? Before I tell
you a little bit about the story that oc-
curred after that, I want to tell you
just a little bit about Joe Wilson. Joe
Wilson has served with distinction in
the State Department. Joe Wilson is a
guy who does not fit the mold of a per-
son with sort of a pinstriped suit. He is
a foreign diplomat who, to use the
vernacular in the main street, has
guts. Joe Wilson was the last American
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